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REMARKS 

Applicant requests the Examiner to withdraw the objection to the drawings in view of the 
enclosed replacement formal drawing sheet 4/4 in which the reference numeral "21" has been 
replaced by referenced numeral "29" in Fig. 6. 

Applicant also respectfully requests the Examiner to withdraw the objection to the 
disclosure in view of the above corrective amendments to the specification at pages 5 and 8. 

Applicant also requests the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw the objections to claims 
1-1 1 in view of the above corrective amendments corresponding to those suggested by the 
Examiner. 

Applicant also requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-11 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, in view of the above corrective amendments to claims 
1 and 3. 

Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection of claims 1, 2, 6 and 9 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Baker (EP '185). 

The rejection of independent parent claim 1 is rendered moot by the above cancellation of 
claim 1 which is replaced with a new parent independent claim 12 upon which all of the 
dependent claims 2-4 and 6-11 either directly or indirectly depend; claim 5 has been canceled. 

The rejection based on anticipation requires that Baker disclose, either expressly or 
inherently, each limitation of each of the rejected claims 1, 2, 6 and 9, or in other words, that 
each of these claims be readable on Baker's disclosure. 

Applicant respectfiiUy submits that clearly such is not the case here. 
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More specifically, the main object of the present invention is to provide a universal fixing 
member, for a bicycle drive device, which can be adapted on any bicycle and on any part thereof 
(see particularly specification p. 1,1. 20 to 30, as well as p. 7, 1. 11 to 15, and Figures 1 to 3). 

In Baker (EP '185) only one embodiment, illustrated on Figures 1 and 2, includes means 
(30, 32) for adjusting the height of the pivot axis (12) above the tire surface. In the other 
embodiments, the member equivalent to the bracket (14) is directly fixed on the bicycle frame, 
and is unable to pivot. In the embodiment illustrated on Figures 1 and 2, the bracket (14) is 
supported by a member fixedly connected (probably welded) on the vertical post (16) of the 
bicycle frame. This device is not designed/configured be adapted connected, in a removable 
manner, on another portion of the bicycle or on another bicycle. The adjustment means are 
provided only for a little modification of height of the bracket (14), and certainly not to allow an 
adaptation not only on a vertical post of the bicycle, but also on a horizontal element thereof, as 
according to the present invention. 

Thus, since the new independent claim 12 and its dependent claims 2, 6 and 9 are not 
readable on Baker's disclosure, Applicant respectfully submits that Baker is incapable of 
anticipating these claims, whereby Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to reconsider 
and withdraw the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) and, thus, to allow claims 12, 2, 6 and 9. 

Applicant also respectfully traverses the rejection of dependent claims 3-5, 8 and 1 1 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable (obvious) over Baker (EP '185). 

Since it has already been explained above why the independent parent claim 12 contains 
limitations/features which are not disclosed, or even suggested, by Baker, Applicant respectfully 
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requests the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw this rejection under 35 U.S. C. § 103(a) bcause 
Baker also does not disclose, or even suggest, all of the limitations of these claims, whereby 
Baker is incapable of rendering pn'ma facie obvious the subject matter of claims 3-5, 8 and 11, 
all of which are dependent on the new independent claim 12 (which should be allowable over the 
prior art). 

Thus, even assuming, arguendo, that "these claims are merely drawn to non-patentably 
distinct species of the connection mechanism", the subject matter of each of these claims, for the 
reasons stated above, would not have been obvious from Baker's disclosure. 

Applicant also respectfully traverses the rejection of claim 7 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable (obvious) over Baker in view of Depoilly (PR '178). 

Claim 7 should be patentable for the same reason(s) discussed above in connection with 
its parent claim 12, and also for the additional limitations of claim 7 which ftirther define the 
structure of the "adjustment means". 

The object of Depoilly (PR '178) is temporarily to unite a free-oscillating motor with a 
bicycle frame when atmospheric conditions are bad. When it rains, the roller which is driven by 
the motor does not have satisfactory adherence to the tire. Under these conditions, it is better that 
the motor oscillates freely. Therefore, the element 13 connected to the motor is clamped with the 
element 15 connected to the frame by means of the clamping members 17, 18. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw the 
rejection of claim 7 (7/12). 
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Applicant also respectfully traverses the rejection of claim 10 (10/12) under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable (obvious) over Barker in view of Weidner (DE '956). 

Weidner does not relate in any way to the driving of a wheel of a bicycle by a motor; 
however, if the Baker device were modified with Weidner's plural "pivot seats" as proposed by 
the Examiner, there would not be produced the subject matter of claim 10. 

Thus, since Baker, Depoilly and Weidner, taken alone or in any combination, do not 
disclose or even suggest all of the limitations of claims 2-4 and 6-12, Applicant respectfully 
requests the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), and to 
find the application to be in condition for allowance with claims 2-4 and 6-12; however, if for 
any reason the Examiner feels that the application is not now in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to call the undersigned attorney to discuss any unresolved 
issues and to expedite the disposition of the application. 

Applicant hereby petitions for any extension of time which may be required to maintain 
the pendency of this application, and any required fee for such extension is to be charged to 
Deposit Account No. 19-4880. The Commissioner is also authorized to charge any additional fees 
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under 37 C.F.R. §1.16 and/or §1.17 necessary to keep this application pending in the Patent and 
Trademark Office or credit any overpayment to said Deposit Account No. 19-4880. 

RespectfiiUy submitted, 
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